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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Corey S. Faherty . 



(3). 



(2) John R Lastova . 
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Date of Interview: 23 July 2007 . 

Type: a)[X] Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)0 applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 14 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)[X] was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining P-e-ure «MP BP, Se^ ,o an app.ica.ion must be made of .cord in .he 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1 .1 33 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) nflhe reasons presented a. the interview as 

incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews subs tance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

Z^er^ 
^chheardi^ 

interview SI appropriate boxes and filling in the blf ^scuss^ Procedure , or point ing 

SqXments for whi'ch interview recordation is i-^C^ SSSftdM interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the liKe are exc m summary Record is required. 

S2ES o an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Ame^ment. no ' *^^ t hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
substance m an ^ M be gjven gn propr , ate Paper Nt,pM ™X " p ,£ ant (or attorney or agent) at the 

"Contents" sifion of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a ^SSS^^U* correspondence address 
cone usion of the interview. In the case of a ^ n *«^^£^™X^« * not likely before an allowance or rf other 

Scu^^ 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview „ 
Tvnp of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

" Name ^o S^nt(s) P (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 
I AnTndicafion whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art d'scussed descriDtion 0 f the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

^^^^rrs^s- (« fo™. i. -« < — .o . o*. —o 

substance of the interview. 
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nTSStSSU <* the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstrat.cn conducted, 
2) an identification of the claims discussed 
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Application No. 10/527,575 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The examiner requested that, in order to clarify the scope of the 
claims, the limitation "when active" be removed from line 9 of claim 1 and the limitation "when active and" be removed 
from line 9 of claim 14. The applicant agreed. The examiner next requested that the word "directly" be added to 
claims 1 and 14 so that the claims more accurately state the intent of the invention. The applicant indicated that use of 
the word "directly" was too great a limiter for the claims, and suggested the use of the word "purposefully" instead. The 
examiner agreed to this change, and the word "purposefully" was inserted into claims 1 and 14. The reason for this 
insertion, as explained by the examiner to the applicant during the interview, is so that the claims do not share scope 
with prior art that may accidentally randomize the functional unit to which an instruction issues. For instance, the prior 
art discloses execution randomization techniques which, through the course of execution, may cause an instruction to 
be issued to a different functional unit. However, this is not the purpose or intention of the prior art, only an indirect 
consequence of it. The addition of the word "purposefully" to claims 1 and 14 makes it clear that the invention of the 
instant application is to purposefully, or intentionally, randomize the functional unit to which an instruction is issued. 
The applicant then requested that the examiner remove the word "a" from the beginning of line 13 of claim 1 so that it 
is grammatically consistent. The examiner agreed. 



